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AT&T'S REPLY IN OPPOSITION TO PETITIONS FOR RECONSIDERATION

Pursuant to the Commission's Public Notice dated

February 24, 1993, American Telephone and Telegraph Company

("AT&T) submits its reply in opposition to the Petitions for

Reconsideration of the -Commission's November 6, 1993 Order

("Order") . 1

All of the commenters supporting the Operator

Service Providers' ("OSPs''') petitions are OSPs or private

payphone companies ("PpCs,,).2 Neither these commenters nor

the OSP petitioners themselves added any new facts or

arguments to the two-year debate over the 0+ public domain

proposal. As AT&T showed (AT&T'S Opposition, pp. 3-4)

1

2

Comments on the petitions were filed by the American
Public Communications Council ("APCC"), Capital Network
Systems ("CNS"), Intellicall, Inc., LinkUSA, Sprint
Communications Co. ("Sprint"), One Call Communications
Inc. and u.S. Long Distance ("USLD"). None of the
commenters support Southwestern Bell's ("SWBT's")
petition for reconsideration. APCC, CNS, Intellicall and
USLD specifically oppose SWBT's position, which AT&T also
opposed, for different reasons, in its March 11 filing
("AT&T's Opposition").

Sprint's comments oppose the OSPs' petitions and express
(p. 1) Sprint's "serious doubts" that the 0+ pUblic
domain proposal would be effective or desirable.

No. of Copies rec'd 'lJ.~5
Ust.ABC DE



2

petitions for reconsideration may not be granted merely for

the purpose of re-arguing matters on which the Commission

already deliberated and spoken. 3

AT&T's Opposition also demonstrated that every

issue disputed in the aSPs' petitions was fully supported by

the evidence and findings in the record and that the

Commission's rejection of the 0+ public domain proposal was

in the public interest. The commenters' arguments provide

no additional support for the petitioners' requests that the

Commission conduct a wholesale reevaluation of its lengthy

and carefully considered Order. Some of the commenters

simply adopt or repeat the positions of one or more of the

asp petitioners. 4 The others focus their comments on

particular arguments that were specifically rejected by the

Commission. 5 In all events, none of the commenters presents
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American Broadcasting Companies. Inc., 90 F.C.C.2d 395,
401 (1982). See also AT&T Long Lines, 64 F.C.C.2d 958
(1977) .

LinkUSA's comments (p. 2) "agree" with the arguments in
the CompTel petition. USLD's comments repeat the
arguments of the CompTel petition, which was prepared by
the same counsel. AT&T's Opposition demonstrated that
none of those arguments are consistent with the evidence
and findings in the record. See~ CNS, pp. 3-4, which
"supports" the petitions of several aSPs. CNS also
disputes, without providing additional information, the
Commission's cost/benefit analysis which AT&T (pp. 5-11)
showed was fully supported by the evidence in the record.

See~ Order 1 55 (rejecting 0+ public domain, "We find
consumer education... best balances the interests of
AT&T's cardholders, AT&T's competitiors,and AT&T"); Order
1 48 (on customer choice, customer has selected carrier
of choice "before they reach the public telephone");
Order " 21, 47-48 (on availability of alternative

(footnote continued on following page)





MAR 29 '93 03: 46

CIiTIlICATB or illVICI

I, Valerie Barr!., hereby certify that on thi.

29th day of March, 1993, a true copy of the foregoing

ftATIT'S Reply In Opposition To Petition. Por

aecon8ic18ration" was ••rvec1 by.first cla8. mail, pOlltasre

prepaid, upon the parties on the attached li.t.

P.3



SERVICE LIST

Cheryl A. Tritt*
Chief, Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., N.W., Rm. 500
Washington, D.C. 20554

Gregory J. Vogt*
Chief, Tariff Division
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., N.W., Rm. 518
Washington, D.C. 20554

Colleen Boothby*
Deputy Chief, Tariff Division
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., N.W., Rm. 518
Washington, D.C. 20554

Judy Nitsche*
Chief, Tariff Review Branch
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M st., N.W., Rm. 518
Washington, D.C. 20554

Policy & Program Planning
Division*
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., N.W., Rm. 544
Washington, D.C. 20554

International Transcription
Services*
1919 M St., N.W., Rm. 246
Washington, D.C. 20036

* Service by hand delivery.

Albert H. Kramer
Robert F. Aldrich
Keck, Mahin & Cate
Penthouse Suite
1201 New York Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-3919
Attorneys for the American Public
Communications Council

Randolph J. May
David A. Gross
Elizabeth C. Buckingham
Sutherland, Asbill & Brennan
1275 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004-2404
Counsel for Capital Network
System, Inc.

Genevieve Morelli
Competitive Telecommunications
Assn.
1140 Connecticut Ave., N.W.,
Suite 220
Washington, D.C. 20036

Richard E. Wiley
Danny E. Adams
Steven A. Augustino
Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
Attorneys for CompTel Association

Judith St. Ledger-Roty
Michael R. Wack
Reed Smith Shaw & McClay
1200 18th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
Attorneys for Intellicall, Inc.



Greg Casey
Jane A. Fisher
International Telecharge, Inc.
6707 Democracy Blvd.
Bethesda, MD 20817

Douglas F. Brent
Associate Counsel
LDDS Communications, Inc.
10000 Shelbyville Road
Louisville, KY 40223

Steven J. Hogan
LinkUSA
230 2nd St., S.E., Suite 400
Cedar Rapids, IA 52401

Mary J. Sisak
Donald J. Elardo
MCI Telecommunications
Corporation
1801 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Randall B. Lowe
John E. Hoover
Jones, Day, Reavis & Pogue
1450 G St., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-2088
Attorneys for One Call
Communications,

Inc. d/b/a OPTICOM

Mitchell F. Brecher
Donelan, Cleary, Wood & Maser,
P.C.
1275 K Street, N.W.
Suite 850
Washington, D.C. 20005-4078
Counsel For Phonetel
Technologies, Inc.

- 2 -

James E. Taylor
Richard C. Hartgrove
John Paul Walters, Jr.
Southwestern Bell Telephone
Company
1010 Pine Street, Room 2114
St. Louis, MO 63101

Leon M. Kestenbaum
H. Richard Juhnke
Sprint Corporation
1850 M Street, N.W., 11th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20036

Craig T. Smith
Sprint Corporation
P. o. Box 11315
Kansas City, MO 64112

W. Audie Long
U.S. Long Distance, Inc.
9311 San Pedro, Suite 300
San Antonio, TX 78216

Danny E. Adams
Steven A. Augustino
Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
Attorneys for U.S. Long Distance,
Inc.

Charles P. Miller
Value-Added Communications, Inc.
1901 South Meyers Road,
Suite 530
Oakbrook Terrace, IL 60181



Mitchell F. Brecher
Donelan, Cleary, Wood & Maser,
P.C.
1275 K Street, N.W.
Suite 850
Washington, D.C. 20005-4078
Counsel for LDDS Communications,
Inc.

Mark W. Kelly
Thomas W. Wilson
Polar Communications Corp.
300 Corporate Center Drive
Manalapan, NJ 07726

John C. Fudesco
5701 N. 25th Street
Arlington, VA 22207
Counsel for Value-Added
Communications, Inc.

- 3 -


